LETTER TO JARED SPARKS, ESQ.                     IX

you prefer to lean on the preceding paragraph that they
cannot "render that assistance which is expected of them."
In describing this process applied to Washington's corre-
spondence, I observed that "Mr. Sparks has greatly altered
" and, as he thinks, corrected and embellished it." This
account of your motives I am sorry to find appears to you
exceedingly unjust. You say, in the course of your reply,
" his Lordship also undertakes to inform his readers what
" the Editor thinks; but I assure him that the Editor
" never had such a thought, nor ever dreamed of em-
" bellishing Washington's language in any manner wliat-
" ever." Of course you must be the best authority as to
your own intentions. Yet;*let me ask you, what other
motive can by possibility be assigned for such corrections
besides the one that I have stated ? Is it not quite clear
in these cases, that you were seeking to use language more
conformable to Washington's dignity of character than
Washington could use for himself? We in England,
with the highest respect for the memory of that great man,
believe that in his own true form he is sufficiently exalted.
It is only some of his countrymen who desire to set him
upon stilts!

Then, again, to what other motive besides " embellish-
"ment" are we to ascribe your omission of all the vehement
language which Washington at this period applies in
familiar correspondence to the English ? You will not
allow him, as he appears in your pages to call Lord Dun-
more " that arch-traitor to the rights of humanity/' (Dec.
15. 1775) ; or the English people "a nation which seems
" to be lost to every sense of virtue, and to those feelings
" which distinguish a civilized people from the most bar-
" barous savages," (Jan. 31.1776). Again, where Wash-
ington really wrote that in the Carolinas, " Mr. Martin's
" first attempt [through those universal instruments of
fc tyranny, the Scotch] has met with its deserved success/'
you leave out the passage within the brackets, (April 1.
1776). You deemed, no doubt, that such phrases were
not perfectly consistent with Washington's serene and
lofty character. Yet I, as a Briton, can read them with-
out resentment, and should have certainly retained them.
Such angry feelings are not, I think, surprising in the
midst of an arduous contest and, with Washington's